Proposals to change geographical boundaries to increase the alignment between NPS and CRCs are also set out. There is also a proposal to involve Police and Crime Commissioners (PCCs) to a greater degree with probation provision, including through the co-commissioning of services. Linking the developing shape of probation services to PCCs may appeal to notions of localism and the idea that services can be more attuned to the needs of specific areas. However, the potential difficulties should not be underestimated. For one, PCCs are elected roles, and in terms of shaping rehabilitation and resettlement services, what may be considered politically desirable may not necessarily equate to what is actually required. Secondly, PCCs are a relatively new innovation (introduced by the coalition government in 2012), their performance has been variable and the jury is still out in relation to their overall success (Turner, 2014; Wells, 2018) . A further emphasis on localism is seen in the proposal to test 'co-designing' arrangements in regions with greater devolved responsibilities (i.e. London and Manchester). Again, here the emphasis is placed on exploring the possibilities for 'co-commissioning' of probation services. Numerous individuals and bodies have responded to the Strengthening Probation consultation and the MoJ is currently analysing the feedback it has received. In this issue, Lol Burke and colleagues note that the possibility of any radical change has been foreshortened by the parameters of the inquiry. They use the analogy of the Ministry of Justice tinkering with a motor rather than changing the direction of travel to vividly illustrate this point.
This issue also includes a comment piece by Natalie Booth and colleagues charting the long journey towards the publication of a Female Offender Strategy for England and Wales in June 2018 (MoJ, 2018b) . Booth and colleagues argue that despite the length of time taken to produce this strategy, it lacks clarity about the actual future direction of reform. Booth and colleagues also note the particular negative impact of TR on women, including the increase in the numbers of women recalled to custody. This issue of the journal also includes research articles by David Best and colleagues on 'Bridging Social Identity and Community Capital' through engagement with families of prisoners and a review of the evidence of the effectiveness of probation supervision by Andrew Smith and colleagues.
We are also particularly pleased to include in this issue a specially commissioned review of the literature on 'Experiencing Penal Supervision' by David Hayes. Hayes begins his review by noting that the 'penal' dimensions of supervision have been overlooked in wider penological scholarship, as have the perspectives of those made subject to supervision. This review brings together a growing body of scholarship that draws our attention towards this area, and as such we hope that it will serve as a key reference point.
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